200  Chap. 6—third party dealings with goods
A.—absolute privilege
I.  BY  COMMON  LAW
r.—The property of the Crown (s).
2.—Trade privilege. Goods delivered to tenants in
the way of trade, to be wrought, carried (t), etc.
It must be a public trade (u).
3.—Fixtures. Things affixed to the freehold whether
an irremovable fixture or severable by the
tenant (v).
A temporary removal for some necessary
purpose does not destroy the privilege (w).
A gas engine let out on hire under a hire-
purchase agreement and affixed to the floor of
the premises by bolts arid screws, was held to be
a fixture and not distrainable (x).
If a chattel is attached to the freehold, merely
for its convenient use as a chattel, and the
connection is so slight that the chattel can be
removed without injury to the freehold, it is
not exempt (y).
4.—Goods of a perishable nature.
(s) Secretary of State for War v. Wynne, [1905] 2 K.B. 845 ; 18
Digest 291, 262.
(t) Simpson v. Hartopp (1744), Willes, 512 ;   18 Digest 288, 247.
(u) Challoner v. Robinson, [1908] 1 Ch. 49, C.A. ;  18 Digest 292, 273.
(v) Crossley Brothers, Ltd. v. Lee, [1908] 1 K.B. 86 ; 18 Digest 297
320 ; Turner v. Cameron (1870), L.R. 5 Q.B. 306 ; 18 Digest 297, 321
Provincial Bill Posting Co. v. Low Moor Iron Co., [1909] 2 K.B. 344
18 Digest 296, 312.
(w) Gorton v. Falkner (1792), 4 Term Rep. 565 ;   18 Digest 289, 248.
(x) Crossley v. Lee, supra. In this case and others the decision in
Hellawell v. Eastwood, infra, was not followed on the facts ; Vide
Hobson v. Gorringe, [1897] 1 Ch. 182 ; 35 Digest 309, 563 ; Reynolds
v. Ashby & Son, [1904] A.C. 466 ; 35 Digest 309, 565.
(y) Hellawell v. Eastwood (1851), 6 Ex. 295 ; 18 Digest 296, 319.
This case, though dissented from on the facts in several cases (vide
supra), has been followed on the law in Holland v. Hodgson (1872)
L.R. 7 C.P. 328 ; 35 Digest 304, 538.

